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the State of New York into the State of Massachusetts, and charging adultera-
tion and misbranding under the Feod and Drugs Act, as amended.

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that said
food consisted wholly or in part of starch and sugar and contained excessive
cocoa shells, and in that the product was wmixed in a mannper whereby its
inferiority was concealed.

Misbranding of the article was alleged for the reason that it was an iwita-
tion of, and was offered for sale under the distinctive name of, another article,
to wit, cocoa, and for the further reason ihat the slatement, “ My Own Pure
Cocoa,” not sufficiently corrected by the inconspicuous statement, “ My own
cocoa compound,” was false and misleading, Misbranding of the article was
alleged for the further reason that it was food in package form, and the
quantity of the contents was not plainly and conspicuously marked on the out-
side of the package in terms of weight or measure.

On August 5, 1819, no claimant having appeared for the property, a default
decree of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordercd by the
court that the product he destroyed by the United States marshal.

E. D. Barzx, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

780%04. Misbranding of olive oil. U. 8§, * * * v, 3 Cases of Olive Qil. De-
fanlit decree of condemnation, forfeiture, and destruction. (F. & D,
No. 10390. I. S. No. 9432-r. 8. No. C-1264.)
1

On May 27, 1919, the United States attorney for ihe Eastern District of
Missouri, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district a libel for the seizure and
condemnatlion of 3 cases of olive oil, remaining unsold in the original unbroken
packages at Si. Louis, Mo., alleging that Lhe arlicle had been shipped on or
about April 19, 1919, by Kakarakis Bros., Chicago, Ill., and transported from
the State of Illinois into the State of Missouri, and charging misbranding
under the Food and Drugs Act. The article was labeled in part: (Gallon cans)
“ Contents 1 Gallon Electra Brand Extra superfine pure olive oil * * * Pure
* * * Tmported and packed by Kakarakis Bros., Chicago, Iil. > # #;7
(half-gallon cans) “ Contents 4 Gallon Electra Brand Extra superfine pure olive
oil * * * Tmported and packed by Kakarakis Bros., Chicago, I1l. * * *;7
(quart cans) ‘“ Contents 1 Quart Electra Brand Extra superfine pure olive oil
* % * Imported and packed by Kakarakis Bros., Chicago, Il. * * &2

Misbranding of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that the
above-quoted statements, contained on the labels on the can aforesaid, as to
the quantity of the contents aforesaid, were false and misileading and deceived
and misled the purchaser thereof.

On May 8, 1920, no claimant having appeared for the property, a default
decree of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the
court that the product be destroyed by the United States marshal.

E. D. Barx, Acting Secrctary of Agriculiure.

7805. Adulteration of dried Lima beans, U.S. * % #* vy, 308 Sacks of Dricd
Lima Beans. Consent decree of condemmnation and forfeiture.
Good peorticn ordered wreleased under bond. (F. & D. Nos. 12562,
12563. I. 8. Neos. 9027-r, 9032—-r. 8. No. C-1853.)

On March 18, 1920, ihe United States aliorney for the Eastern District of
Missouri, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district a libel for the seizure
and condemnation of 308 sacks of dried Lima beans, remaining unsold in



314 BUREAU OF CHEMISTRY. [Supplement 88,

the original unbroken packages at St. Louis, Mo., alleging that the article had
Leen shippcd on or about February 2, 1920, by Adolph Goldmark & Sons, New
York, N. Y., and transported from the State of New York into the State of
Missouri, and charging adulteration in violation of the Food and Drugs Act.

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that said
produect consisted in whole or in part of a filthy vegetable substance.

On April 8, 1920, the L. Cohen Grocery Co., claimant, having consented {0 a
decree, judgment of condemnation apnd forfeiture was entered, and it was
ordered by the ccurt that as much of the product as was fit for food (194
sacks) be released to said claimant wupon the payment of the costs of the
proceedings and the execution of a satisfactory bond, in conformity with section
10 of the act.

It. D. Bary, Acting Secretary of Agriculiure.

789G, Mishranding ¢f Ring’s Rese Imjcetion,. Y. 8. * % * v, 15 Bottles of
‘Ring's Rose Injection., Default decree of condemnation, forfei-
ture. and destruetiom, (F. & D. No. 10371, I. 8. No. 12931-r. 8. No.
E-1427.)

On May 21, 1919, the United States altorney for {he District of Massa-
chusetts, acting upon a report by the Seeretary of Agriculture, filed in the
Digtriet Court of the United States for. said .district a libel for the seizure
and condemnuation of 15 bottles of Ring’s Rose Injection, remaining unsold in
the criginal unbroken packages at Boston, Mass., congigned on or about
January 18, 18619, by Charles L. Huisking, New York, N. Y., and transported
from the State of New Ycork into the Siate.of Blassachuseits, and charging
misbranding under the IFood and Drugs Act, as amended.

Analysis ¢f a sample of the prodnct made by the Bureau of Chemistry of
this department showed that it consisted cssentially of lead and zinc, acetates
and suiphates, alcohol, and water perfumed with 6il of rosc.

Misbranding of the arlicle was alleged in subsiance in the libel for the
reason that the statements regarding the curative and therapeutic effects
thereof, appearing on the labels and in the circulars accompanying the article,
falsely and fraudulently represented that the article was a treatment, remedy,
and cure for gonorrhoea, gleet, whiles, and all improper discharges of the
sexual organs in male and female, cutaneous diseases, stricture, venereal
sores, cutaneous eruptions, pimples, sun burns, and prickly beat, whereas, in
truth and in fact, it was not.

On May 10, 1820, no claimani having appeared for the properly, a default
decrec of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by
the court that the product he destroyed by the United States marshal.

E. D. BaLr, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

7R07. Visbranding of Pabst’s Okay Specific. U. 8. * * % v, 12 Dozen Bot-
{les and 12 Dozen Bottles of Pabst’s Okay Specific, Defanlt decrees
of condemnation, forfeiture, and destructiom. (I, & D. Nos. 10083,
10084, 1. 8, Nos. 2423-r, 2732-r, 8. Nos. W-309, W-310.)

On April 23, 1919, the United States attorney for the Northern District of
California, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district libels for the seizure and
condemnation of 12 dozen bottles and 12 dozen bottles of Pabst’s Okay Specific,
remaining unsold in the original unbroken packages at San Francisco, Calif,,
alleging that 6 dozen boltles of the article had been shipped on September 28,
1918, 6 dozen boltles on November 18, 1918, and 12 dozen bottles on December
11, 1918, by ihe Pabst Chemical Co., Chicago., Ill., and fransported from the



